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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH{S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a}. In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 November 2003 , 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)KI This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 1^ Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-20 is/are rejected, 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 12 November 2003 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request tliat any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet{s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 



Claims 1 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The recited claims fail to recite a hardware to 
make it tangible. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-5 and 11-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Hansen et al (U.S patent Application publication no. 2003/0014399 A1). 



As per claim 1 , Hansen discloses a method for processing queries, the method 
comprising: 
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receiving a set of previous queries (i.e., processing a log file of user's activities 
submit queries to the search facility, or search sessions, collection of query groups), 
wherein each of the previous queries includes one or more units (i.e., each of 
search session consists of user's search terms, i.e., search terms can be grouped 
through clustering or grouping) (parg. 0039); 

sorting the queries into subsets (as query groups based on patterns of access 
recorded by search sessions, i.e., topic sessions) along a dimension (as wherein 
search section also include a timestamp) (parg. 0040); 

generating one or more subset-specific concept networks for each subset 
of the queries (as IP address associated with a proxy user, or a timestamp associated 
with the logged event, a URL associated with a target Web page, and then groups of 
queries are formed based on the similarity of their associated search sessions) (parg. 
0052, 0065); and 

comparing corresponding subset-specific concept networks from at least 
two of the subsets (as identifying the group(s) with the user's search term in the given 
a new queries), thereby generating trend information for a unit (as the most strongly 
identified groups return a list of indices to the most relevant records in the database, by 
the query group, this query groups and relevance weights are used to aid users with 
future searches (parg. 0040, last 5 lines, parg. 0108-0109). 

As per claim 2, Hansen teaches wherein the dimension is a time dimension 
(timestamp, parg. 0052). 
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As per claim 3, Hansen teaches wherein the dimension is defined by reference to 
one or more demographic characteristics of users (as common interests or habits of 
users, a URL address associated with a target Web page, a user's search session 
consists of their search terms and URLs of all HTML pages they visited in response to 
their query) (parg. 0046. 01 10). 

As per claim 4, Hansen teaches wherein the dimension is a geographic 
dimension (as IP address associated with a proxy ser) (parg. 0052). 

As per claim 5, Hansen teaches wherein the dimension is a vertical dimension 
representing a user context of the query (Fig. 1, parg. 0050). 

Claim 1 1 is rejected under the same rationale as state in independent claim 1 
arguments. 

Claims 12-15 have similar limitations as claims 2-5; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the Invention was made. 

Claims 6-10 and 16-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Hansen et al (U.S patent Application publication no. 2003/0014399 

A1) in view of Steinkraus (US Patent 6,363,373 B1). 
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As per claim 6, Hansen teaches receiving a subsequent query (as user initiate 
new search query); using the trend information in formulating a response to the 
subsequent query (as query group related to the search terms and the most relevant 
record are displayed to a user) (parg. 0065, last 4 lines, parg. 01 12). 

Hansen does not explicitly teach parsing the subsequent query into one or more 
constituent units. However, Steinkraus teaches parsing the subsequent query into one 
or more constituent units (as first breaking a query search terms into word tokens) (col. 
2, lines 40-41 ). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill on the art at 
the time invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references to 
implement the step of parsing the subsequent query into one or more constituent units 
as taught by Steinkraus's because it would permit concept searching database using a 
keyword search engine and further this implemented method should avoid any (without) 
modification to the keyword should a search engine have. 

As per claim 7, Hansen teaches wherein the trend information is used to resolve 
an ambiguous term of the query (parg. 0053, parg. 0062). 

As per claim 8, Hansen teaches wherein the trend information is used to suggest 
a related search (parg. 0054, parg. 0062). 

As per claim 9, Hansen teaches wherein the trend information is used to group 
response data (parg 01 1 0). 

As per claim 10, Hansen teaches wherein the trend information is used to select 
an advertisement for display (parg. 01 10). 
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Claims 16-20 have similar limitations as claims 6-10; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same subject matter. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DEBBIE M. LE whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4111. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim Vo can be reached on (571) 272-3642 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). / (/ 




DEBBIE LE 
PRIMART EXAMINER 




